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DAVID H. WELLES, JUDGE



ORDER

The Defendant, Gregory Jordan, is an inmate in the Tennessee
Department of Correction. On June 2, 1998, in the Circuit Court of Williamson
County, he filed a “Petition ForRelief From Conviction Or Sentence.” His petition
alleged that on May 29, 1997, his probation was revoked without a hearing and
in violation of his right to counsel at a hearing. On June 5, 1998, the trial court
entered an order summarily dismissing the petition. The order stated that the
Defendant did receive a probation revocation hearing on May 29, 1997, during
which he was represented by counsel. The order also stated thatthe Defendant
was incarcerated in another county and that the court did not have jurisdiction to
grantrelief. Itisfrom the order of the trial courtdenying the Defendant any relief

that the Defendant appeals.

The record on appeal includes the following judgments and orders of the
Williamson County Circuit Court: (1) judgment reflecting that on February 27,
1995, the Defendant pleaded guilty to and was convicted of aggravated assault,
for which he received a sentence of five years in the Department of Correction,
to be served on probation; (2) judgment reflecting that on May 29, 1997, the
Defendant pleaded guiltyto and was convicted of selling a Schedule Il controlled
substance, for which he was sentenced to three years in the Department of
Correction, to be served on probation, consecutive to his five-year sentence of
February 27, 1995; (3) judgment reflecting that on May 29, 1997, the Defendant
pleaded guiltyto and was convicted of possession of a controlled substance with

intent to sell or deliver, for which he received a sentence of eight years in the



Department of Correction, to be served on probation, consecutive to the five-year
sentence he received on February 27, 1995; (4) order of the court entered on
June 10, 1997, reflecting that on May 29, 1997, the State moved to “violate
Defendant’s probation based on conviction for new charges.” This order states
that “upon a plea of true by the defendant,” the court found the Defendant had
violated his probation on his five-year sentence and ordered his probation

revoked and the remainder of his sentence served in custody.

From this record, it clearly appears that on May 29, 1997, the Defendant
was convicted, upon his pleas of guilty, of one Class C felony drug offense and
one Class B felony drug offense. At the time of these convictions, his probation
for his prior conviction was revoked. The Order of Revocation reflects that the
Defendant conceded he had violated the terms of his probation, which was quite
evidentin view of his new convictions. The Order of Revocation reflects that the
Defendant was represented at the revocation proceeding by an assistant public
defender. No appeal was taken from the order of the trial court which revoked

his probation.

In the order denying the Defendantrelief from his conviction or sentence,
the trialcourt foundthat the Defendant did receive a probation revocation hearing
at which time he was represented by counsel. This finding is supported by the
record. Based upon a thorough reading of the record, the briefs of the parties,
and the law governing the issues presented for review, the judgment of the trial
court is affirmed in accordance with Rule 20 of the Court of Criminal Appeals of

Tennessee.
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